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| TO THE 
MEMBERS 

N OF THE 

METHODIST CONNE XION: 


BEING AN 


AN S W ER. 
5 TO THE Ie | 
Mancheſter Proteſt, yy 

Dated the 14th Day of October, 1795. 


WITH SOME 


R E MAR EK s 


UPON THE 


Minutes of the Diſtrict Meeting, 
HELD AT | 
Mancheſter, 
On Wedneſday the zoth November, and Thurſday the 
| iſt of December, 1796. 


Alexander the Copper-Smith did me much Evil, of whom be thou ware 
alſo, for he bath greatly withſtood our Words, 2 Tim. iv. 14, 15. 

But I withſtood him to the Face, becauſe he was to be blamed, Gal. 
ii. 11. ky | 

At my firſt Anſwer no Man ſtood with me, but all Men forſook mes 
I pray God, that it may not be laid to their Charge, 2 Tim, iv. 16. 
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[PRICE Two. PEN C.] 


An Appeal, &c. 


DAR BRETHREN, 


FT may be, many of you are much ſurpriſed, that 
no anſwer has yet been made to the Proteſt, dated 
Mancheſter, October 14, 1796, againſt the Addreſs, fign+ 
ed John Shore, Chairman. We have purpoſely delayed our 
Anſwer, that we might ſee what Reps the diſtri 2 
would direct to be ws and how Mr, Mather would a 
towards us at the viſitation of the clafles ; both theſe being 
over, we think it abſolutely neceſſary to call your atten- 
tion. a few minutes, while we reply to the Proteſt, and 
make a ftw remarks upon the minutes of the diſtrict meet- 
ing. Indoing this, it may not be improper to look back to 
the beginning of lat April, the time we received the New- 
caſtle Addreſs. Several very reſpectable friends — 
read and approved of it, earneſtly requeſted a gene 
meeting of truſtees, leaders, and local preachers might 
read over, and ſeriouſly conſider the contents. That no- 
thing might be done in a corner, the brethren were re- 
queſted to meet in the leaders* room, on the 29th of June, 
and the preachers officially informed of it. A great num- 
ber of brethren aſſembled at the time; Mr. Mather and Mr. 
Rutherford were preſent; Mr. Mather opened the meet- 
ing with finging and . ſolemn prayer ;” every thing pro- 
miſed peace and unanimity, till after prayer a reſpectable 
truſtee was propoſed for the chairman, in order to leave our 
| preachers at liberty to counſel and adviſe during our de- 
berations, This was moſt violently oppoſed by ſome 
brethren, who declared, they would “ never ſit in a Me- 
A 2 thodiſt 
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thodiſt meeting unleſs the aſſiſtant preacher wasinth2 
chair.” Mr. Mather was then requeſted to take it, under 
the uſual reſtrictions : this he abſolutely refuſed to do, ſay- 
ing, he would have the liberty which every Merbodiſtical 
chairman had,” which, as he afterward explained it, was 
To ſpeak whenever he thought proper, and to diſmiſs the 
ſubject when „e judged it had gone far enough:” This 
the brethren could not conſent to; and after much warm 
altercation, Mr. Shore was called to the chair. Mr. M—r 
then demanded, in a very peremptory manner, Who had 
called that meeting, and: y what authoruy ? this being 
anſwered ; he, in a long ſpeech, endeavoured to prove the 
meeting unmethodiſtical and unjutt ; at the ſame time he 
laboured hard, by invective and miſrepreſentation, to pre- 
judice the minds of the brethren againſt thoſe who had re- 
queſted them to come together. It is with much reluctance 
that we are thus ſevere upon an old preacher of the goſpel ; 
but the neceſſity of the caſe requires, that we Mould ſpeak 
ſome diſagreeable truths : he exclaimed, «© Theie men who 
have called you together, went to Aſhton to form laws to 
bind you, and to legiſlate for two thouſand perſons !” This 
the perſons alluded to flatly denied, and Mr. M——r did not 
attempt to prove his aſſertion, The truth of this affair is, 
that four perſons went from Mancheſter to Aſhton, in or- 
der to confer with a few brethren, from the different ſoci- 
eties in the diſtrict, upon the ſteps neceſſary to be taken 
concerning the Newcaſtle Addreſs. But care was taken at 
the time the meeting was fixed, to obſerve each perſon 
came in his own individual character, and not as repreſent- 
ing any one but himſelf. This is the whole of that mighty 
affair, which had given the good gentlemen ſo much pain of 
mind ! 

Mr. M having moved that none ſhould be in the 
room but members of the Mancheſter ſociety, a vote to 
that effect was paſſed, and ſome reſpectable truſtees retired. 
A motion was then made, by one of Mr. M 8 
ſupporters (not conſidering what he did) That as the meet- 
ing was intended for truſtees, leaders, ans local preachers 
only, private members ſhould retire: this was ſeconded 
from ſeveral parts of the room, but this Mr. M 7 
determined ſhould not paſs; and in order to intimidate the 
chairman, he declared, if the motion was put and carri- 


ed, he and his friends would adjourn to his parlour, and 
hold 
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hold meetings in order to oppole us in all our proceedings, 
Here a ſcene of clamonr and confuſion enſued, which 
though not begun, nor carried on by us, we would much 
rather paſs over than dwell upon. Mr. M's reaſon 
for oppoſing the motion was evident: He and his worthy 
colleague had run and ſent from place to place to collect 
perſons together, in order to oppoſe the reading of the 
Newcaſtle Addreſs ; had private members been excluded, 
they would have been left with very ſlender ſupport in 
their oppoſition to it. 

We would here beg leave to aſk Mr. M r, how he 
will juſtify his aſſertion, that he did not know what the 
meeting was called for, when he had been officially in- 
formed, that it was for the expreſs purpoſe of conſidering 
the Newcaſtle addreſs; or was there any confiſtency in 
declaring the meeting! Unmethodiſtical,” and afterwards: 
giving it his ſanction by doing buſineſs therein; which, 
however proper in itſelf, could not be done in a Metbodiſtical 
way at ſuch a meeting? The brethren, wearied out with 
the violence of oppoſition, and plainly perceiving that no- 
thing muit be done in the buſineſs we met upon while the 
preachers were preſent, * reſolved upon an adjournment: 
to the veſtry of Salford Chapel ; there the addreſs was read- 
to, and much approved of, by a very numerous aſſembly.. 
After much ſerious conſideration and“ folemn prayer, 
we reſolved to ſend the following: reſolutions and addreſs- 
to the conference. 


_— — — * — 2 — — 


Did not the uneaſineſs in the Society begin here-? Had our preachers - 
calmly entered into an inveſtigation, or ſuffered it to be done, would not 
much (if not all the) uneaſineſs have been prevented? we have reaſon to 
believe it would. Mr. Mr confeſſed that “ things are not altogether: 
right;** nor as he wwifbed them to be, but obſerved he would promiſe us “ a 
more particular detail of the receipts and expenditures ſhould be given than 
ever before.” Could he do this without tacitly owning he has more power 
—— ſome other preachers? Is not one of the few. who govern cafily. 
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MancnEsTER, Fuly 22d, 1796. 


At a Meeding of Truftees, Stewards, Leaders, Local Preachers, 
and other Members of the Methodift Society, held this Day, 
to take into Confederation the Newcaſtle, Sc. Addreſs ; 


Mr. JOHN -SHORE in the Chair; 


It was unanimouſly reſolved, 


F. 1 it is the opinion of this meeting, that by the 
exiſting rules of conference (wherein the people 

have no voice) there is an undue extent of power velted in 
the preachers. _ 

Refolved, II. That no plan of any conſtitution whatever 
be propoſed by this meeting to the preſent conference of 
preachers, but requeſt them to appoint from amongſt 
themſelves, a certain number to meet the lay delegates from 
the different ſocieties in the connexion; let them there form 
the outlines of ſuch a conſtitution as they think will, or 
ought to be ſatis factory to both preachers and people; let it 
be printed and circulated through the connexion, leaving 
the people to call meetings to inveſtigate it, and commu- 
nicate the reſult of their deliberations directed to — 
; let the lay delegates attend at the conference of 
reachers 1797, and there arrange the different plans which 
Fans been ſent, in order to form a conſtitution conſiſtent 
with ſcripture and reaſon; let it then be ratiſied by the 
conference of preachers and lay delegates, without ſuffering 
any alteration. | 

Re/olved, III. That if the conference of preachers refuſe 
to appoint delegates to meet the lay delegates, then the 
lay delegates ſhall draw up ſuch a plan as they think ought 
to be received by both preachers and people; and print and 

circulate it as above. 

Refolved, IV. That the thanks of this meeting be com- 
municated to the committee of the Newcaſtie, & c. friends, 
for their chriſtian-like addreſs, dated Feb. 18th, 1796. 

Reſolved, V. That the thanks of this meeting be com- 
municated to Mr. Kilham, for his upright and {pirited 
conduct in ſtanding forth in defence of the liberties of the 
people called Methodiſts, and that we expe# the conference 
will continue him as a travelling preacher, 


Refolved, 


1 


Reſolved, VI. Being informed that ſome individuals have 
ſecretly obtained ſignatures to a petition, (contrary to the 
opinion of the leaders“ meeting) requeſting conference to 
appoint Mr. Mather for Mancheſter a third year, we think 
it our duty to proteſt againſt ſuch a petition, as che appoint- 
ment of preachess to any circuit for three years is contrary 
to any rule we know of, and a dangerous precedent to the 
itinerant plan. 


To the Preachers offembled in the Methodiſts Conference at 
Loxpon. : 


Fathers and Brethren! _ 


HE foregoing reſolutions will ſhew you in a very plain 
manner, and with great ftmplicity, the views we have 
of the preſent ſtate of the Methodiſts? connexion : We, with 
many of you, think this a more critical moment than any 
before it, ever ſince the commencement of Methodiim : 
big with great events. On the preſent meeting cf confe- 
rence depends, in a great meaſure, the future peace or diſ- 
traction of the Methodiſt ſocicties. In the wiſdom and 
moderation of many of you we have the greateſt confdence; 
on that wifdom and moderation we rely for a preventative 
of thoſe evils which we deprecate. We know ſome who 
earneſtly wiſh for a diviſion, as ſuppoſing it to be the only 
way to fecure the real intereſts of Methodiſm ; theſe ſay, 
« let thoſe who are not perfectl, faucted depart from us, 
they are only the troublers of our Ifrael.” V/e think other- 
wiſe. We ſee, or think we ſee, a more excellent way, and 
pray for union, not diviſion, wiſhing peace to Iſrael, and 
proſperity in our Zion. | | 
In the infancy of Methodiſm, our late venerable father 
gave us ſuch rules or laws as appeared to him beſt ſuited to 
the then ſtate of the work, continually following the direc- 
tion of Providence in the alteration or improvement of thoſe 
laws, herein leaving you an example that you may walk in 
his ſteps. The lapſe of time has fo much increaſed the 
number of Methodiſts, that thoſe laws, wi ich were hereto- 
fore deemed ſufficient, are now found very inſufficient = 
e 


11 
the well ordering of ſuch a vaſt body of people. Queſtions 


now ariſe which were never once thought of in the infancy 
of the work ; and if they had, it would have been eaſy to- 
have anſwered them to every one's ſatisfaction: But in the 
P_ ſtate of things it is not ſo; the great diſtance 

twixt the preachers and people at the preſent day, has 
cut off from the latter, the only means of information which 
they uſed to have, and makes thoſe things which they ought 
perfectly to underſtand, a profound myſtery unto them. In 
conſequence of which, many conjeQtures are formed dero- 
gatory to the honour of the. preachers, and which, we fear, 
will be injurious ta. the eauſe of God amongſt us. We 
therefote judge it would be for the intereſ! of the preachers, 
and for the general good. of the connex1on, for the confe- 
rence to come forward and meet the wiſhes of the people, 
by a plain, clear and open manner of tranſacting all affairs 
relative to the connexion, thereby putting away every reaſon 
for jealouſy. on the part of the people, and the idea of a 
ſeparate intereſt on that of the preachers. 

Though we have ſtated in our ſecond reſolution, that we 
will not offer to you any plan of rules or laws for the goverr» 
ment of our connexion : Permit us to ſay, that we believe 
fach rules may be obtained as will be acceptable to both the 
conference and-people, by the means we have there hinted ar.. 
We therefore earneſtly requeſt you, to call upon the circuits or 
diſtricts, to chuſe each a delegate from amongſt themſelves, 
(without the interference of any preacher) to meet an equal. 
number of preachers delegated from yourſelves, as ſoon 
after conference as the nature of the caſe will allow, in ſome 
central part of the kingdom, there to draw up a code of 
laws which they think ſufficient for our future good go- 
vernment ; ſubmit theſe to the inſpection of every ſociety ;; 
let them make ſuch alterations as they may think proper, 
and ſend theſe by their delegates to Leeds, one week before 
next conference,.with full powers to complete and. ratify 
ſuch laws as ſhall then be framed from ſuch alteration, 

We canaot take leave of you in this our addreſs, without: 
ſaying ſomething upon the important caſe of Mr. A. Kilham; 
a caſe in which every feeling mind in the whole connexion: 
finds itſelf intereſted. We moſt earneſtly requeſt you not 
to expel him without a trial, but to let: him have a fair, 
open and candid one, by a jury choſe equally from the. 


preachers and people, giving him a liſt of the charges 
brought: 


( 9) 
brought againſt him, with proper time to make his defence : 
If he is then found guilty of publiſhing falſehoods, knowing 
them to be ſuch, let him be puniſhed in ſuch a manner as 
your wiſdom may judge proper; but if not found guilty as 
above, we beſeech you, in the name of the Lord, drive him 
not from amongſt you, for ſuch a ſtep, we are well aſſured, 
- would tend more to a diviſion of our people, than a thouſand 
ſach publications as his would do; ind” give ſuch a wound 
to the intereſts of Methodiſm as perhaps many years may 
not heal. r 3 } 
Praying our Almighty Father to prefide over, to bleſs 
and direct you in all your conſultations for the good of his 
church, we take our leavg, ſubſcribing 3 your 
affectionate Brethren in the Lord: - | 


Signed in behalf of the meeting, 
| : JOHN SHORE, Chairman. | 
THOMAS LOMAS, Circuit Steward. 
THO: HEAMER, Steward for Salford Chapel. 


Though we are well aſſured, that the above Addreſs 
was read in conference, no anſwer, Written or verbal, was 
returned. Does conference thus treat with contempt 
thoſe who petition or addreſs. them? Would any other 
body of men; except, perhaps, the Papiſt inquifition, have 
acted thus towards thoſe who aſſiſt in their ſupport ?— 
We believe not. Has not the too frequently petitioning 
them flattered their vanity, and given them a conſequence 
but ill agreeing with the ſimplicity of the miniſters of the 
goſpel ? Inſtead of petitions, would not remonſtrances 
ſometimes have had a much better effect? 

We no ſooner ſaw the minutes of the laſt conference, 
than we were convinced that the preachers were determin- 
ed to lay the axe to the root, and at once put an end to pe- 
titioning, addreſſing, or remonſtrating: for how ſhould 
the people do any of theſe if they mult not be permitted 
to meet together? which the minutes abſolutely forbid, 

- Some of the laſt conference minutes have raiſed a great 
out- ry; but we think the full extent of their meaning has 
not yet been generally underſtood, It appears to us, that 

the 
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be preachers have ſtruck a bold ſtroke, to reduce us te: 
abſolute ſlavery at once. _ Can any one who reads their laſt 
minutes doubt our being ruled with deſpotic ſway?” 
Were ever ſuch arbitrary laws impoſed upon any religious 
body? Will any man, who has read and ſeriouſly conſi- 
dered them, ſay, that even the /Sadow: of liberty remains 
to the Methodiſt people? Does not conference arrogate 
to itſelf a power, which even the civil government does not 
attempt? When any new law is propoſed, the people are 
informed of it, and may aſſemble together to conſider it, 
and, if need be, to peiition or remonſtrate againſt it: but 
the Methodiſts are not informed till the law. is paſſed, and, 
implicit obedience is inſiſted upon, without any appeal, 
and the people are inſulted by being told, it is all 
for their good.“ | 8 | 
Very ſoon after laſt conference we were-frequently called: 
upon, from many places, to declare our ſentiments upon 
the ſtate of the Methodiſt connezion-; this, after much ſe- 
rious deliberation, and ſolemn prayer, we ventured to 
do in the Addreſs which has raiſed up ſuch an hue-and-cry 
againſt us; but which we are not even yet convinced is 
materially wrong in any one inſtance; however, it has 
brought vpon us the reſentment of ſome brethren, and been 
the cauſe of a Proteſt being entered againſt us, to which we 
now call your attention; bY ; 
We are firft charged with having uſed means to diſturb- 
the peace of the ſociety. *©* Weekly meetings have been 
held by them publications induſtriouſly ſpread in town 
and country, and carried into the houſes of members of the 
ſocicty—their contents read and ep foreed— preſſing invita- 
tions given, and ſtrong perſuaſions uſed with them, their 
leaders, and local preachers to attend thoſe meetings, and 
attempts made to fill their minds with prejudice againſt 
the conference. With the local preachers in particular, 
very great pains have been taken to embitter their minds 
againſt the preachers, who have been painted not in the 
moſt favourable colours, but as intending to make them 
flaves, &c. So great was the deſire of our aſſiſtant to pre- 
ſerve the peace of the ſociety, that he never brought the 
controverſy forward in any formal way, until he received 
an Addreſs.” Had we not a right to hold weekly meet- 
ings ? by what authority would our brethren reſtrain us 
from it? and did. nat our brethren hold meetings «74 
wiſe- 


* 
4 


3 


miniſters. Should we therefore give an exact 3 of 
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wiſe? We own publications have been ſpread, but have 


Ve not the ſame right to ſpread them as the preachers had 


to ſpread their's, by ſelling them at the-chavel doors, and 


getting friends to hawk them from houſe to houſe. If theſe 


publications contained falfehoods, why were they not an- 
ſwered? if true, why ſpeak againſt their being circulated. 
e Preſſing invitations given:“ Yes, to thoſe brethren who 
we well knew differed from us, and for this reaſon, given 
at the time: If you bring arguments againſt the things 
we plead for, it may have a good effect; you may convince 
us, or we you, and ſo we may go on in peace together.“ 
Where, in the name of common ſenſe, 1s the harm of all 
this ? But is it nota little extraordinary, that ſome of 


:thefe brethren ſhould proteſt againſt themſelves; for amongſt 


the ſignatures we note ſome names of perſons who have 
ſtood foremoſt on ſome of theſe occaſions. We deny hav- 
ing endeavoured to embitter the minds of the local againſt 


the travelling preachers, or of having uſed means to diſ- 


turb the peace of the ſociety. The clamour raiſed againſt 
us, by perſons poſſeſſing too much influence in the con- 
nexion, has been the means of diſturbing the peace of 
many; but will theſe perſons come forward and give up 
their undue power, and thereby reſtore peace to the ſo- 
«ciety ? 

The ſecond, third, and fourth paragraphs are an hiſtory 
of the ſteps taken by Mr. M and friends on this oc- 
caſion; but as it is not always neceſſary to tell the whole 


truth, our brethren have here wiſely ſpoken only a part ; 


no doubt for fear of being found guilty of railing againſt 


what paſſed on this occaſion, it might be deemed railing, 
however agreeable it might be to ſtrict truth. Our chair- 
man and ſome friends attended (Oct. 7.) with a view to 
prevent, if in their power, the other brethren from tak- 
ing any ſtep which they might afterwards have cauſe to 
wiſh they had not taken. If we continued together . till 
a late hour, conſidering the ſubje& in debate, arguing the 
different points,” it was becauſe we were . not 
to be driven away with unkind words or ſevere expreſſions. 
If “ conceſſions were hinted at,“ it was we that muſt make 
all thoſe conceſſions; and had we been able to have made 
any, the chairman (Mr. M——) Toon put a bar in the 
way, by informing us, that no conceſſion but giving up 
| | he. 
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the point altogether, could be deemed ſatisfatory.” —— 
Soon after our coming into the room, it was propoſed te 
take down the names of all preſent, and though it met 
with much oppoſition, the Merbodiſtical Chairman com- 
manded it to be done; helping with all his might, by giv- 
ing the names of ſome without, yea, even againſt — 
conſent. One friend ventured to inſiſt upon knowing the 
intended buſineſs of the meeting before his name was in- 
ſerted in the liſt; Mr. M would not ſuffer any ſatiſ- 
faction to be then given, but told the brother, © it you do 
not chuſe to have your name put down, you muſt retire, 
ou will not be permitted to ſtop.” One of the proteſ- 
ters, ſenſible of the injuſtice of this proceeding, requeſted 
he might be allowed to anſwer the brother; this with much 
reluctance was granted, and we were informed, It was 
to read over and conſider the Addreſs. in the chairman's 
hand.” By and bye this queſtion was put to each perſon 
ſingly, © Do you approve or diſapprove the Addreſs?” — 
Many zealouſly defended it, and heartily approved; ſome 
who had but that day received it, requeſted time to conſi- 
der it; but this would not do, You muſt be conſidered as 
approvers or diſapprovers ; if you do not ſay the former, 
we muſt ſuppoſe you to be the latter,“ ſaid the chairman. 
However, ſome ſtill inſiſted upon being conſidered as neu- 


tral, and ſome approvers forbid their names being men- 


tioned in print. Here the chairman, no doubt under the 
influence of a meek and quiet ſpirit, was very ſevere upon 
ſome of the perſons who ſpoke ; to one, who was much 
aſfected while ſpeaking, he ſaid, © Brother, we do not 
thank you for your crocodile tears. To another, „ All the 
Methodiſm you have about you is, that you are ſteward of 
the gallery ;*? Lo a third, If you are not ſatisfied, you 
may quietly withdraw, no one wiſhes you to ſtay with 
us.” And to another, Take your chapels, I; ſhall nat 
enter into a law-ſuit for them; but if they are taken, I 
will ſtand up in the ſtreet, and raiſe a congregation in ſpite 
of you.” . 8 6 : 
On the Sunday following, Mr. M—— . brought the 
matter forward in a! formal way,” and to be ſure of gain- 
ing many, did not ſpare thoſe who had approved the Ad- 
dreſs, nor did he paint them in the moſt favourable colours, 
To have faſt hold on the conſciences of the ſimple, he told 
them, it was impoſſible to he ncuter in this buſineſs ; to fit 
{till would be a fin in the ſightof God; and therefore go 
| Zee 
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ged them to come and gn the Proteſt. Was this firiving 
to preſerve the peace of the ſociety? To uſe the uſual 
words of our minutes, Much more might be ſaid,” but 
we forbear; however, as conference is the dernier reſort, 
we hope the few who govern, will take care that theſe, dil- 
turbers are not forgotten, but that they may have the ad- 
vantage of a fair trial. If ſo, we have not a doubt but A. 

— will have ſome to bear him company in his 


pilgrimage. * | | | 

Our brethren, or Mr. M * through them, give 
us the following reaſons for entering a Proteſt againft the 
Addreſs : * Fir/t, Becauſe the Addreſs appears to us calcu- 
lated to deceive or miſlead thoſe to whom it is addreſſed, — 
Secondly, To make the minds of the people evil affected to- 
ward the preachers, and to deſtroy their confidence in them, 
and thereby their uſefulneſs to all. Thirdly, In our opini- 
on, the addreſſers reject all union with the conference, as 
they will not be governed by its laws, and as ſuch, all 
connection with their brethren who will be ſubject to 
them, | 

% The Addreſs tends to deceive or miſlead, Firf, As 
to the time when, and the place where it was agreed to; 
it ſtates, Mancheſter, Oct. 4, the truth is, Salford, Sept. 
23.” The meeting was not on the 4th of October, the Ad- 
dreſs does not {ay it was; the date is ſimply the time of its 
going to preſs, and the truth. is, there were three meetings 
at which it was approved, though only one is referred to. 
A rouzh draft was read at a numerous meeting, on the gth 
of September, which, with a few alterations, was agreed 
to, and a fair copy ordered to be brought to the next meet- 
ing. September 11, one or two expreſſions were a little 
lottened, not in the leaſt altering the meaning: but that 
nothing might be done without due deliberation, it was 
propoſed to read 1t again on the 23d; at which time, with 
the ſoftening a 2 7 word (ſtill not affecting the ſenſe) it 
was agreed to, and ordered to be printed. | 

Here is a faic, open, candid account of the whole mat- 
ter; could our brethren have done any thing more openly, 
or have acted in a more upright way? If any thing muſt 
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* Is it not generally underſtood, that he was the writer of the Proteſt ? 
Ve know ſome who figned becauſe they believed he wrote it.“ 
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be ſaid, it will de in favour of the addreſſers, as tending 
to prove they were not guilty of a raſh act, but took a calm, 
deliberate ſtep. . HORS 7 

Does not their far-fetched objection fall to the ground, 
or appear in the light of a mere quibble? 

«© Place where it was agreed to.” It appears above, 
that we were driven from the leaders' room (the proper 
place for ſuch meetings) and forced either to give up the 
2 or meet elſewhere ; we choſe the latter, as con- 
cience would not ſuffer us to do the former ; alfo, Salford 
is reckoned a part of Mancheſter ; there is no ſociety be- 
long ing to Salford diftin& from the other; all thoſe who 
compoſed the meeting were members of the Manchefter 
ſociety. Could we then do otherwiſe than date it Man- 
cheſter, without really «© tending to miſlead or deceive ?” 
And are we ſure that our brethren would not have been 
the firſt to point out the impropriety of ſuch conduct 

« Secondly, As to the offices of the men who are ſaid to 
be preſent, when the Addreſs was ordered to be printed, 
&c.” Whatever number might be preſent at the laſt 
meeting, we had an undoubted right to include all who had 
approved of it at any former meeting. There were three 
truſtees members of the committee appointed to draw it 
up-; both the ſtewards of Salford chapel were preſent on 
the. gth of September, and one of them (not Mr. Heamer) 
clictated ſome of the few alterations that were made, and 
then gave it his hearty aſſent.” On the 23d, a friend de- 
firous of knowing if all preſent were members of the Me- 
thodiſt ſociety, went round the room, and as he went he 


counted * the perſons, and found there were fifty-four ; this 


was as ſoon as the chair was taken, and others came in af- 
ter: if then the private members were in number © not 
more than twenty,” there muſt have been a far greater 
number of leaders, &c. | 
But it may be aſked, Did none of the perſons who ap- 
proved at the meetings, diſapprove when it was printed ? 
No, not one; but many who had not heard or ſeen it be- 


fore it was publiſhed, gave it their hearty aſſent. 
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This was without any particular deſign at that time; but it ſeems 


It 


providential that the brother was led to make a memorandum of it, 
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It is alſo a little ſingular, that we ſhould be able to con- 
firm our ſentiments from their own teſtimony. They ac- 
knowledge that eight leaders are in favour of the Addreſs ; 
and amongſt thoſe twenty-one whom they call neuters, 
ſome of its warmelt ſupparters may be found, although for 
reaſons beſt known to themſelves, they did not chuſe to 
have. their names publiſhed. It may not be improper juſt 
to notice here, that Mr. M r aſſerted, in a public 
meeting, That to ſay the meeting conſiſted of leaders, &c. 
muſt mean, and be underſtood to mean all the leaders, &c. 
in the Mancheſter. ſociety. Where Mr. M r has 
learned, that an indefinite term has a definite meaning, 
or how he will prove his aſſertion, we confeſs ourſelves at 
a loſs to know: but a local preacher, eager to ſupport the 
good old gentleman (perhaps for very good reaſons) went 
much farther, and declared, that all the people, and 4-5ths 
of the preachers would read the Addreſs without perceĩv- 
ing that the article (the) was left out! This muſt be 
either true or falſe ; if the former, it is a woeful picture 
of the ignorance or inattention of both prieſts and peo- 
ple; if the latter, it is a Jibel upon the perſons alluded to, 
and far worſe than any thing found in the Addreſs. If it 
be admitted, it furniſhes a ſtrong argument in favour of a 
ſtrict inveſtigation of the abilities of thoſe perſons who are 
ſent out to inſtruſt the Lord's people. We are inclined to 
think, that all into whoſe hands the Addreſs might come, 
would eaſily ſee, that the plain literal meaning of the 
words is, that ſome perſons in each of thoſe offices were 
preſent. 

« Thirdly, The Addreſs ſtates, that it is in ſupport of 
primitive Methodiſm ; we are well aſſured it goes to the 
overthrow of its prineiples and practice, even as they are 
ftated in the Addreſs (the ſalvation of ſouls by ſpreading 
the goſpel) by laying the axe to the very root of its diſei- 
pliae, to make way for the abolition of its doctrines, this 
we conceive to be its deſign from their declaration 
We are determined never to relinquiſh the purſuit, till we 

btain a radical reform.” | 
Will any unprejudiced man aſſert this of the Addreſs ?— 
Surely it cannot be | We never attempted, or thought of 
attempting a change in the doctrines. of Methodiſm, much 
leſs did we deſign their overthrow. No, we love them, 
becauſe we believe them to be the doctrines of Jeſus Chriſt, 
B 2 whoſe 
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whoſe followers we profeſs ourſelves to be: indeed our 
brethren exculpate us from having ſuch deſign, but aſſert, 
that it is the natural conſequence of ſuch proceedings, and 
the avowed deſign of the authors of ſome publications.— 
That a change of doctrines muſt be the natural conſequence 
of the reform in diſcipline, which we plead for, we are bold 
to deny, and challenge the brethren to come forward with 
any thing like reaſonable proof that it is likely to be the 
caſe : but if the preſent ſyſtem be purſued much longer, 
the very ſhadow of diſcipline will be baniſhed from the 
connexion, and we doubt if even the doQrines themſelves 
will be ſafe. While men are, or may be admitted as 
reachers who have no fixed principles, and whoſe only aim 

is to pain a good livelihood, not caring the top of à ſhil- 
ling, whether in ours or the Calviniſt connexion,““ * there 
is too much reaſon to fear, that both doErine; and diſei- 
pline may go to wreck, ſuppoſe they can ſecure that one 
point, bo | 

As to the avowed deſign of any writer 16 either fide the 
queſtion) being the abolition of the doctrines of Metho- 
diſm, we declare it is unknown to us; but ſhould it be the 
caſe, we hereby diſclaim all connexion with ſuch, fo far as 
that may be their intention. | 

The things we principally aim at, and wiſh for (as we 
have frequently ſtated) are, that the people may have a 
voice in the receiving and expulſion of members to and 
from the ſociety—in the choice of leaders, ſtewards, 
local and travelling preachers—to have delegates in the 
diſtrict meetings and conference, who ſhall have the charge 
of all the collections, and the diiburſement of them; to 
have equal power, by vote or otherwiſe, with the preach- 
ers—to have ſome equitable plan fixed, whereby a few 
preachers may be prevented from placing themſelves in the 
beſt circuits—that the real wants of the preachers may he 
equally provided for—that the old laws may be reviſed, 
and only be binding by the conſent of the delegates, and no 
new ones made but with their approbation. 

Is there any thing unſcriptural or unreaſonable in all 
this? Had our brethren a right to hold us up to the hole 
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connexion as uſing means to overthrow the principles and 
practice, the doctrine and diſcipline of Methodiſm.—— 
No! we ſtill declare, it is our intention to ſupport, as 
much as lies in our power, the cauſe of primitive Metho- 
diſm: though we hope never to relinquiſh the purſuit, 
till we obtain a radical reform. 

„We have full proof of the very different effects of ſuch 
proceedings in our own ſocieties.” Whatever effects con. 
trary to peace and love may have been produced, we, are 
not perfectly acquainted with them, nor can they juſtly be 
charged to our account; but to the conduct of thoſe who 
have ſpared no pains, riſing early, and fitting up late,” 
to prejudice the minds of perſons of different denomina- 
tions“ againſt us. Some have even confeſted, that they 
believed the Addreſs would not have produced fuch ef- 
fes, if they themſelves had not ſo repreſented it to the 

people.” How will theſe good men anſwer to God and 
their own conſciences for the evil effects of their conduct, 
in firſt raiſing jealouſies and evil ſurmiſings, and then 
charging them upon thoſe who have nothing more at heart 
than the proſperity of Zion, in the ſupport of primitive 
Methodiſm? That it could net be the deſign of the Ad- 
dreſſers is manifeſt from the Addreſs itſelf; where we 
earneſtly urged the brethren to come forward to do all in 
their power for the general good. | 

Oar brethren loudly complain of the aſſiduity with which 
it has been ſpread in the ſociety., Surely they will not be 
angry with us for being zealouſly affected in what we be- 
lie ve to be 5 We do not blame them for 
ſpreading far and wide ſuch publications as they think 
proper; we neither murmur nor complain, but wiſh. every 
one of them to ſtand or fall by their own merits or de- 
merits, well knowing, if the work is not of God it will 
come to nought, 4 would juſt hint, chat the inju- 
dicious fleps taken by, our brethren to citcolate the Proteſt, 
has been the means 5 circulating the Addreſs in many 
Places, 9 8 but for the Proteſt, the Addreſs would never 
dave en OW. | Fg 32 on 

The next paragraph has a mutilated quotation :—*© We 
will be free. hich makes us appear to ſay much more 
than in reality we do. Should not our brethren have told 

au, that we had juſt faid, we would give up any thing 
bat gur conſciences, for tlie ſake of pedce; bat this we 
| B 3 would 
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would never give up to any man, or body of men; in this 
*« we will be free?” Can any man, with a ſingle grain of 
common ſenſe, infer from this, that we have manifeſted 
diſpoſitions hoſtile to good order and ſubordination ? 
Certainly not ! Therefore, all the filly flouriſh in the note 
upon this ſubject is of no uſe, but to darken counſel by a 
multitude of words. In faying we will be free, we only 
mean, that thoſe privileges which the ſcriptures and the 
laws of the land allow us, ſhall not be withheld from us. 
We conſider this as an inſinuation, that our ſocieties 
either now are, or that the-preachers are deviſing ſome 
m2ans to bring them into bondage,” Had we ſaid this, 
perhaps we ſhould not have been very far from the truth. 
Let any man read the minutes, and look at the ſteps taken 
by ſome of the leading preachers, and ſay in what the 
boaſted freedom of our brethren conſiſts? Have we not 
pointed out ſuch things as cannot poſſibly exiſt in a well- 
ordered ſociety, which gre ſuffered to exiſt in all their 
force in ours? Did not ſome of our proteſting brethren 
remonſtrate againſt ſome of the rules, and declare, no man 
of reaſon or religion would ever ſubmit to them? But 
how are matters changed, fince theſe brethren obtained a 
promiſe, that the rules ſhould never be enforced againſt 
them by the preſent aſſiſtant ! If they now enjoy ſuch a 
vaſt degree of freedom, of which they think they have a 
right to boaſt, may not all this boaſting be rendered vain, 
by its being taken from them, in a moment, whenever the 
capricious humour of an afliſtant preacher may prompt him 
to make uſe of the power veſted in him by the arbitrary 
rule of conference? rar „ 
What induced Mr. M— r to take the ſteps he Vas 
done, in the ſpace of a few months? What gdiftated the 
plan of obliging the leaders to fanction a new law, by 
agreeing to 15 ſilly paper, in which they declared them- 
ſelves ſatisfied, with the rules of ſociety and conference in 
general, though many of them are well known to diſap- 
prove of many very many things? What moyed him to 
efaſe tickets to thoſe who could not in conſcience agree to 
it? Why did he refuſe the iacrament to ſome of ſheſe 
perſons, even though he had nothing to object to their 
moral characters? Why did he;threaten to leave town, 
and call conference together, and take away the preuchers? 
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Why, ſarely to prove himſelf the ſervant of the people, and. 
convince vs, that he is worn-out in that ſervice ! 

In a note it is obſerved, that the pcople “ gave them- 
ſelves up to the care of the preachers, to be by them go- 
verned according to the exifting rules of the ſociety, '— . 
Here we are obliged to repeat what we have {aid a thou-. 
ſand times, that we have never objected to the rules of ſo- 
ciety ; they are at preſent entirely out of the queſtion.— 
But if we did © give up ourſelves to the care cf. thoſe, 

reachers, to be by them governed, according to the ex- 
iſting rules of ſociety,” why do they not govern accord-. 
ing to thoſe rules, and not impoſe new ones upon us, ſuch. 
as we never heard or thought of at the time we gave our- 
ſelves up? Our brethren proceed, In ſupport of our: 
ſecond general reaſon for entering this Proteſt, oblerve as 
follows: —In the Addrels it is ſaid, one pait of our body 
(by whom is plainly meant the preachers). have uſurped 
an undue degree of power; claiming and exerciſing too 
eat a ſhare in the direction af temporal concerns; this, 
with the luſt of power in prieſts, has always been pro- 
ductive of an intereſt ſeparate from the people, which 
muſt in its very nature deſtroy their liberty. We ſee, with 
grief, that we are not in poſſeſſion of it; they (meaning 
ſtill the preachers) rule us with deſpotic ſway, They te- 
quire implicit and paſſive obedience to every rule or law 
ſo impoſed gpon us, and ſo repreſent them as unworthy 
of their office ; as well the great body. of preachers, who 
are little more than cyphers in the conference, as the few. 
whoſe mere tools they make them, riſing up and fitting 
down, promiling to keep ſecret or reveal the tranſactions 
of conference, juſt as they are directed by thoſe few who 
hold the reins of government.“? f 

Have theſe brethren proved, or attempted to prove, any 
of the above aſſertions to be falſe? On the contrary, do 
they not ſtand in all their force, even in their own Proteſt ? 
When we ſaw our words quoted, we expected, at leaſt, 
they would be controverted ; but their evidence is 300 
conſpicuous to thoſe who know the ſtate of our affairs.— 
In our note the expreſſions are ſtrong; the great body of 
our preachers are little more than cyphers in the conference 
concerns, &c.- But they ace no iſtronger than the truth, 
if the ſerious declarations of. ſome, even of the leading 
preachers, may be depended upon. This Mr. Mr 
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controverts in a note (it could not be the leaders, &c. be- 
cauſe they never attended a conference when the affairs of 
the preachers were tranſacted) and puis into the mouths 
of the Proteſters, «© A few there are, and but a few, who 
are the drudges of the conference, fitting late, and 5 
early, to get its buſineſs as faſt and as well forward as poſ- 
fible, &c.” Who theſe few drudges are, we need not be 
at 4 loſs to find out. No doubt, Mr. M 


fit late, and rife early.” If they drudge, is it of choice or 
neceſiny? Who reaps the benefit thereof? Do. not theſe 
men reward themſelves with the beſt circuits, where they 
can reſt themſelves the remaining part of the year ? Of 
their ufefulneſs we have a ſpecimen in the length of time 
taken up by conference meeting, and excellent. accounts 
publiſhed by them! They ſay, «© Every member preſent, 
who is in fall connexion, has the ſame privilege to ſpeak 
and vote as another, if he were only admitted a year ago.“ 
But ſhould any brother be bold enough to ſpeak or vote, 
contrary to the wiſhes of the leading members, would he 
not ſoon be told, ** It would become him to give place to, 
and abide by the judgment of the ſenior brethren ?'— 
And if he were hardy enough to perſiſt in following his 
own judgment, might he not have cauſe to repent his te- 
merity? Could not the ſenior brethren find means to have 
him ſent to a difagreeable circuit, as a puniſhment 
To have him put back upon trial, or even expelled the con- 
nex1on ? | | | 1 
Do nat theſe men bring out ſuch perſons to travel as they 
thiak proper, without, nay even againſt the conſent of the 
people? Do they not divide circuits juſt as they pleaſe; 
thereby frittering away the itinerant plan even to a bare 


name? No not theſe men make and abrogate laws, juſt 


when, and how they pleaſe? Are they not fure of a ma- 
jority in the conference to ſupport any plan of their pro- 
poſing? Can it be fairly and honeſtly ſaid, that two-thirds 
of the preachers who attend conference have any ſhare in 
the management of its concerns, except that of riſing up 
and fitting down juſt as directed, or nodding aſſent to a 
ew law, or the reſcinding an old one. 
- Secondly, „Farxher in the Addreſs they. repreſent the 
preachers as having aged unjuſtly in the caſe of Mr. Kil; 
ham, "whoſe-cauſe they conſider to be a juſt one; and, fay; 
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We deem his expulſion unmerited.” We are ſtill of the 
ſame opinion; nor has any thing been publiſhed of ſufficient 
weight to invalidate his evidence. And after all they 
tell us, they do not mean men but meaſures.” Here we 
are tempted to ſmile at the pretty little note upon this paſ- 
ſages ſenſible, that nothing like argument could be 
brought in favour of the meaſures at preſent purſued, they 
have recqurſe to the miſerable ſhift of a petty quibble — 
We ſtill ſay, that it is not men but meaſures that we ſpeak 
againſt: it is the ſyſtem tbat we attack, and which we 
again declare, is both unſeriptural and unreaſonable; but 
we beg leave to add, that we believe many good men ſub- 
mit to it, deſpairing of any amendment while the preſent 
rulers cf our 1/rael guide the helm. The remaining part of 
the paragraph is a mere play upon words, and counter aſ- 
ſertton, without proving ours to be falſe; therefore, we 
leave our bretbren in full poſſeſſion of all the ground they 
imagine they have gained; but ſenſible perſons will eaſily 
diſcover the total want of argument throughaut the 

whole. 
They proceed, and ſay, We muſt further add, in 
defence of the preachers, that we are of a very different 
opinion from what the Addreſs ſtates, concerning the con- 
duct of thoſe who ſigned their names to the expulſion of 
Mr Kilham, and did agree to the minutes of his examina- 
tion, as publiſhed by conference, who are charged with 
fallehoods, while its authors give full credit to his fingle 
evidence, to the great injury of their characters, which 
alſo «© lie near. our hearts,“ and conſtrain us to receive 
their joint: evidence, before his ſingle teſtimony, being a 
man of whom we have but little knowledge.“ Whether 
our brethren know little or much of Mr. K it mat- 
ters not; no one has in validated his * ſingle evidence ;*? 
we muſt therefore beg leave to believe it, even againſt the 
« joint evidence“ of thoſe who ſigned his expulſion. 
If conference had permitted him to have a fair, open trial, 
before a jury of che people, and they had condemned bim, 
the matter would have been ſatisfactory ; but for confer- 
ence to be accuſers, judges, jury, and executiorers, is a 
matter altogether ſo 1nconfiſtent with our ideas of ſtrict 
juſtice, that we confeſs ourſelves very unwilling to agree 
to it. Our brethren will therefore excuſe us, if we fill ad- 
mit his „ fingle teſtimony,“ ſupported as it is by facts, 
againſt 
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againſt the joint evidence” of thoſe who figned his ex- 
pulſion. Our proteſting brethren are taught to ſay, * More- 
over, we are fully of opinion, that the conference ought 
to be allowed the common privilege of every man, as well 
as every religious ſociety in a free country, viz. to chuſe 
with 'whom they will, or will not hold fellowſhip, even 
if they had no rules which ſecure this to them.“ This is a 
moſt curious paſſage, and we fear the brethren have been 
drawn in to publiſh it, to ſanction an opinion which they 
had no thought of doing, namely, that the conference is 
a ſeparate, independent body, unconnected with the peo- 
If this were really the caſe, a majority might act ac- 
cording to this declaration. This paſſage confirms 
what we have aſſerted, and proves that they have ufurped 
dominion over the people. We do not think that confer- 
ence has a right (independent of the people) * to chuſe 
with whom they will, or will not hold fellowſhip.“ 
This would be a dangerous power indeed! What if the 
members of the Houſe of Commons were determined, that 
in future their body ſhould conſiſt of ſuch perſons only as 
they ſhould chuſe, and that they ſhould always poſſeſs a 
ee to examine, try, condemn, and expel any mem- 
without the Knowledge or conſent of the people, where 
would be the privileges of Engliſhmen ? If they who are 
choſen by the people cannot do this, how can conference, 
who were never choſen by the people, but have taken 
uſurped) to themſelves this power, fince Mr. Weſley's 
ath, pretend to have ſuch right? If our bretkren are 
content with the name of liberty, while in fact they are 
Methodiſtical ſlaves, they will permit us to feek after all 
the privileges which our Divine Maſter has given us a right 
to. If they chaſe to ride on, Jehu-hike, in ſapport of the 
preſent ſyſtem ; ſurely they will excufe us, if we do not 

drive quite ſo faſt in ſupport of ſpiritual deſpotiſm 
The next paragraph charges us with having renounced 
all connexion with the conference, and forcing theſe bre- 
thren to renounce their connexion with us. If they are de- 
termined to break off all connexion with us, we cannot help 
it; but before this is done, it would be well to point out 
which rule of ſociety we have broken; till this is done, 
we ſhall conſider ourſelves as members of the ſociety, and 
if o@r brethren are determined to think otherwiſe, be it ſo! 
* 271" "08 
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We are determined to enjoy all the privileges, which; as 
members, we are entitled to. ., 

Let us now make a very few ſhort remarks upon the 
minutes of the diſtrict meeting. Twenty travelling preach- 
ers aſſembled in Mancheſter, Mr. Mather (the accuſer) in 


the chair; after ſolemn prayer, Mr. M re opened 
the meeting with a /a/emn fal/ehoad,* by giving an account 
of thoſe brethren who had been the cauſe of ſome uneaſi- 
neſs in Liverpool laſt week, being now reconciled to their 
brethren. by acknowledging. their fault, expreſſing their 
ſorrow for it, and by engaging to act in union with their 
brethren for the time to come. Twoor three made ſome 
conceſſions, but the others made none; as a proof of this, 
Mr. M re has withheld tickets from ſeveral, becauſe 
they would not ſacrifice their liberty to his will. He read 
the minutes of the diftri& meeting in a leaders' meeting in 
Liverpool, but carefully avoided that paragraph; aud 
when the brethren ſaw the printed minutes, they were great- 
ly grieved at ſuch a falſehood being circulated through 
the nation. | 

Is it not very ftrange, that /alemn prayer ſhould be follow- | 
ed by a ſolemn declaration ſo contrary to the truth 
After the Addreſs, ſigned John Shore, had been read twice, 
they coneluded, that it not only concerns the ſociety and 
preachers in Mancheſter, but © it maniteſtly concerns the 
whole connexion.” Then they paſs an unanimous judg- 
ment upon it,” contained. in three particulars, an exact 
echo of the Proteſt. The preachers do not attempt to con- 
trovert any one of theſe three, but very wiſely refer us to 
the Proteſt for full proof: which they unanimouſly approve 
of, and recommend “ to the brethren, to let it have a full 


circulation in the ſocieties.“ 


Then the three queſtions which our brethren were taught 
to alk, are anſwered: We are unanimous as to the juſtneſs 
of our rules, as contained in the minutes of the conference, 
and the rules of ſociety; and we believe them to be, not 
only deſigned; but well adapted to promote the welfare, 
and preſerve the peace of the whole connexion.“ 


4 ö 
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* If any credit muſt be given to the letters and declarations of theſe 
brethren, this is a fact. | | 
3+: Are 
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+ Are the minutes, which deftroy the liberty of the preſs — 
that bind local preachers to abjec? /ubm!//ion to the aſſiſtants 
of the reſpective circui:s—that forbid the people, upon any 
account or o:cahvun, to circulate letters or pamphlets, call 
meetings, do, or attempt to do any thing new till it is 
firit appointed by conference ;?? are thele and many 


others both juſt, and well adapted to promote the wel- 


fare, and preſerve the peace of the whole connexion ?“ 
If the Methodiſts could be perſuaded not to read or think 
upon the ſubje&, and ali, to a man, could place implicit 
confidence in the preachers, then the peace of the whole 
connexion might be preſerved ; but we are conhdent 
its welfare cannot long be promoted under the prefent 

ſyſtem. | | | . 
They ſay, We are of one mind as to the power veſted 
in conference; and we approve of the account given of that 
power in the Mancheſter Proteſt, viz. «© The power of con- 
ference 1s neither uſurped, nor wholly delegated by men, 
but firſt is given to them by God, in common with all 
who are by him called to the work of the miniſtry, Acts 
xx. 28. 1 Theſſ. v. 12,13. 1 Tim. v. 17, 19. Heb, xiii. 
7, 17. 1 Peter i. 5. Secondly, It is a power inherent in 
themſelves, as miniſters, who have formed themſelves 
into a body, and made out rules as they judged proper for 
the government aud direction of that body, and all who 
might defire to unite with them, both as preachers and 
people; which mutt conſequently imply a power of judg. 
ing with whom they will and will nat hold this fellowthip, 
viz. ſuch as are ſubject to theſe rules, and ſo long as they 
are ſo. There is alſo a power by the deeds of the houſes 
delegated to thoſe preachers, when aflembled in confer- 
ence, to appoint from year to year, who {hall therein 
preach, and expound God's holy word; and in ſome Qeeds 
to perform the public worſhip of Almighty God, as the 
ſame has been uſual amongſt the Methodiſts; yet theſe per- 
ſons, ſo appointed or delegated, except in the firſt inſtance, 
have been by mutual conleat of preachers and people re- 
ſtricted, firſt, In the deeds: ſecondly, In the minutes of 
conference: thirdly, In the pacific plan of 1795; this 
proves the preachers are not uſurpers nor deſpots; as alſo, 
that they have ſince the death of Mr. Weſley made many 
alterations in favour of the people, and that they do not 
© conſider themſelves exactly in his place, as all who knew 
| him 
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bim are fully aware he would not have POT 0, the 
above agreements or rules, even for the preacuers a 758 
death. We have ee this. paſlage. ar nk len | thy 
the reader may it thoroughly... 2 

The Glowing obſervations may fend _ hee th, fabi. 
in a Proper light: n | 

The power - mentioned in this rene 
bined: God gives his miniſter power to preacl | 
to unite together thoſe ho wiſh to flee from. the to 
come to feed his ſheep or anden Ha, FED reprove, ad- | 
moniſh, exhoxt, &c, * in conjunction fear churches, 
to make rules and laws for the good ood order and diſcipline of 
the people—in conjunction with. the churches, to appoint 
temporal and ſpiritual officers—to remove them, &c.—— 
The power of aſſiſtants, digi meeting 455 ee 
have already been deſcribed. 

Is ĩt poſſible to ſuppoſe, chat God bas given | this po power 
to them? Has he given them Rover, to receive gc 1 
to, and exclude them ſtom the ſociety with the: help of 4 
ingle leader? To. appoint. ſtewards, leaders, and, local 
preachers, or remove them from their offices at Fx 5-7" 203gh 
without the conſent, or even knowledge of the Te 7 f 
Has he given them, independent of the. focieties, a 7 
elect or exclude. preachers, to or from W body 
make Ne laws to prohibit the liberty. of ig 
' &c? Do the texts of ſeripture which they, have © nd, 
by AO prove that this power is en. x9; | 
0 

Secondly, Did the preſent preachers form. ee | 
into a body, ot were they united by the influence of Mr. 
' Weſley ? ie they had ſormed themſel ves into a body, i im- 
mediately after Mr. Welley's death, had they a right to. 
make laws for any but themſelves, without the confent. of 
the different ſocieties ? If they made laws fog thoſe *< who. 

34 defire to be united with them,“ had they, a right to 

laws for thouſands that were in the connexion. long. 


des ſome of the preſent preachers were born? For mia. 
niſters to. pretend to have ag inherent, power 10 make what. 
laws they pleaſe for their followers, Without their conſent. 
or knowledge, is * „* io unſcriptural,, and 5 5 
to the condad of formed civil or religious conſlitu- 


tions, that we have reaſon to believe that none but miniſterg 
of the, church of Rome would ſecond the claims of the. HENS 
Method iſt (ths hercin. 
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Are the minutes, which deſtroy the liberty of the preſ— 
that bind local preachers to abjed ſabmiſſion to the aſliſtants 
of the reſpective circuits that forbid the people, upon any 
account or ogcaſion, to circulate letters or pamphlets, call 
meetings, do, or attempt to do any thing new till it is 
firit appointed by conference ;*” are thele and many 
others both juſt, and “ well adapted to promote the wel- 
fare, and pre ſerve the peace of the whole connexion?“ 
If the Methodiſts could be perſuaded not to read or think 
upon the ſubject, and ali, to a man, could place implicit 
confidence in the preachers, then the peace of the whole 
connexion might be preſerved ; but we are conhdent 
Its welfare cannot long be promoted under the prefent 
ſyſtem. 

They ſay, „We are of one mind as to the power veſted 
in conference; and we approve of the account given of that 
power in the Mancheſter Proteſt, viz. «© The power of con- 
ference 1s neither uſurped, nor wholly delegated by men, 
but firſt is given to them by God, in common with all 
who are by him called to the work of the miniſtry, Acts 
CSS. 1 The v. 12, 13. 1 Tim. v. 17, 19. Heb. xiii. 
7,17. 1 Peter i. 5. Secondly, It is a power inherent in 
themſelves, as miniſters, who have formed themſelves 
into a body, and made out rules as they judged proper for 
the government and direction of that body, and all who 
might defire to unite with them, both as preachers and 

eople; which mutt conſequently imply a power of judg. 
ing with whom they will and will not hold this tellowthip, 
viz. ſuch as are ſubject to theſe rules, and ſo long as they 
are ſo. There is alſo a power by the deeds of the houſes 
delegated to thoſe preachers, when aſlcmbled in confer- 
ence, to appoint from year to year, who ſhall therein 
preach, and expound God's holy word; and in ſome Qeeas 
to perform the public worſhip of Almighty God, as the 
ſame has been uſual amongſt the Methodiſts; yet theſe per- 
ſons, ſo appointed or delegated, except in the firſt inftance, 
have been by mutual conſent of preachers and people re- 
ſtricted, firſt, In the deeds: ſecondly, In the minutes of 
conference: thirdly, In the pacific plan of 1795; this 
proves the preachers are not uſurpers nor deſpots ; as alſo, 
that they have ſince. the death of Mr. Weſley made many 
alterations in 2vour oi the people, and that they do not 
- confider tnetnſelves exactly in his place, as all who knew 

him 
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him are fully aware he would not have ſubmitted: to the 
above agreements or rules, even for the preachers after bis 
death.” We have quoted this paſſage at full length, chat 
the reader may examine it thoroughly. 7. 
The following obſervations may tend to place the ſubject 
18.4, proper ͤĩ ²˙“J!J 7 at 17 
The power mentioned in this paſſage qught to be de- 
bned:. God gives his miniſter power to preach the. golpel— 
to unite together thoſe who wiſh to flee from the wrath to 
come — to feed his ſheep or lambs—to arty reprove, ad- 
moniſh, exhort, &c. and in conjunction with the churches, 
to make rules and laws for the good order and diſcipline of 
the people -in conjunction with the churches, to appoint 
temporal and ſpiritual officers to remove them, & c. 
The power of aſſiſtants, diſtrict meetings, and conference 
have already been deſcribed. e. 
Is it poſſible to ſuppoſe, that God has given this power 
to them? Has he given them power to receive members ” 
to, and exclude them from the ſociety with the help of 4 
ſingle leader? To, appoint ſtewards, leaders, and local 
preachers, or remove them from their offices at pleaſure, 
without the gonſent, or even knowledge of the people ?— _ 
Has he given them, independent of the ſocieties, a power to 
ele& or exclude- preachers, to or from their body? To. 
make * laws to prohibit the liberty of the preſs, 
ct the texts of ſeripture which they have quoted, 
by 2 means prove that this power is given to them 
0 2 | | ane 
Secondly, Did the preſent preachers form themſelves. 
into a body, or were they united by the influence of Mr.. 
' Weſley ? If they had ſormed themſelves into a, body im- 
mediately after Mr. Weſley's death, had they a right to 
make laws for any but themſelves, without the conſent of 
the different ſocieties ? If they made laws fo thoſe who 
might. defire to be united with them,“ had. they, a right to 
make laws for thouſands that were in the connexion. long 
before ſome of the preſent preachers were born? For mts, 
niſters to. pretend to have an inherent power to make what 
laws they, pleaſe far their followers, without their conſent 
or knowledge, is altogether ſo unſeriptural, and contrary. 
to the conduct of well formed civil or religious conſtitu 
tions, that we have reaſon to believe that none but miniſters 
of the. church of Rome would ſecond the claims of the. 
Methodiſt preachers herein. 
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"Thirdly, Do the deeds of chapels give the preachers pow- 
er to appoint preachers without the conſent of the truſtees ? 
A few things upon this ſubje& ought not to be forgotten, 
1. We have reaſon ta believe Mr. Weſley was ſtirred up to 
make the deed poll, by ſome who deſigned to get all the 
chapels into their hands. 2. They thought they had ſe- 
cured this object as to moſt chapels in the connexion, —— 
3. But the London law-ſuit has ſufficiently proved, that the 
deed poll is good for nothing. 4. All the power of ap- 
pointihg preachers by conference is under the ſufference of 


the truſtees, who cannot faithfully fulfil the duties of their 


truſt without being deeply intereſted: for the welfare of the 
people. It is curious to hear the preachers talk of their 


power, poſſeſſed or delegated. Who delegated to. the 


preachers the power which they poſſeſs? Have the peo- 
ple ever heen conſulted upon the ſubjet? What reſtric- 
tions'do the deed of chapels, the minutes of conference, or 
the pacific- plan lay the preachers under, when they have 
made more arbitrary laws in the laſt conference than even 
before? The rules made in favour of the people, ſince 
the death of Mr. Weſley are not worthy to be named with 
the deſpotic laws of laſt conference: Iadeed they are ren- 
dered null and void by them. | | | 

To the third queſtion, they fay, „We muſt obſerve as 
before, ' that thoſe brethren who renounce the-conference _ 
tuſes,Pdo, by that act, virtually ſeparate themſelves from 
it. Ifthey renounce the rules on which they entered, and 
to which they agreed (that is, the rules of the ſociety, 
and thoſe only”) this would be the caſe ; but the renounc- 
ing arbitrary laws, made fince their admiſſion, and without 
their conſent, cannot be renouncing connexion with the 
preachers, but with their arbitrary deeds. 

While a man lives according to the rules of ſociety, no 
preacher has a right to withhold a ticket from him, and the 
preacher who does it, violates the rules of ſociety. But we 
are told, that the rules of our ſociety require, that the 


members ſhall not ſpeak evil of miniſters, or that they ſhall 


not Tail at, or revile any man; and by theſe rules all who 
thus offend, are after due admonitioa and forbearance or- 
dered to be excluded. In this alſo we are unanimous, 
that thoſe brethren who ſigned that Addreſs, as mention- 
ed-above, are guilty in all theſe reſpects, and in a. high 

| | Nan | agree; 
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degree ; that they are excluded by thefe rules, and that 

time, they ought, agreeable to many paſlages of-ſeripture,. 
to be put away from us. We have not ſpoken evil, railed, 
at, ar reviled any. one; but we have related facts, which, 
exiſt in all their force amongſt us. If relating the truth, 
and nothiug but the truth, he conſtrued. to wean all theſs; 
things, then, ue are guilty : hut as we are conſciqus ur; 
expreſſions do not exaggerate the ſubjects vu have men- 
tioned, neither the ſcripture, the rules of ſociety, nor our- 


on conſcienges reproach us for what we have done. 


Are the rules of ſociety binding- upon the preachers? If 
they are, what muſt they be done with that ſpeak evil, 
rail at, revile and flander the charager of Mr. K 
and his friends? Have they not done it from the pulpit, 
and the preſs, in meeting ſocieties and in private? 
Will not the ſame texts of ſcripture; condemn them which 
would have reproached us, had we bgen guilty of thethings 
which they name? After declaring: that Mr. Mather and, 
the leaders might have expelled-the-diſaffeRed. (as they are 
called) without calling a diſtrict meeting, the preachers, 
exhort him and the proteiting brethren, to exerciſe tender- 
neſs and forbearance a little longer. <. If this do 
not engage thoſe brethren to zetyrn, you have no alterna- 
tive but to refuſe them tickets, at che next vifitations,” — 
they add, if they be thus removed, they are themſelves 
the ſole cauſe of that removal, they have a fair oppartunj+ 
ty of continuing with their. brethren ou the following. eaſy 
terms, namely, That they lay all theſe cauſes of diſſention 
entirely. aſide, and as they have done before, to act in uni- 
on with their brethren; this. we entreat them to do for the 
Lord's ſake—for the good of their own ſouls-—and- for the 
comfort, harmony, and proſperity. of the whole con- 
nexaon2?? ? 1 
Pid we violate the rules of the ſociety in circulating let- 
ters and pamphlets, by 8 meetings and publiſhiag 
our ſentiments to the different ſocieties? Fheſe are the 
only evils they can charge us with, and as we broke no rule 
of the ſociety in taking theſe ſteps, we are conſcious, that 
the preachers have no juſt cauſe to expel- ys; Io ſay, that 
we-remove qurſelves, when we challenge the whole ſociety 
to prove that we have acted contrary to the rules of the 
fociety or the ſcriptures, is adding inſult to perf an 
Vi 
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Wilt the preachers lay ew" the : cou of contin. 
eſtabli a plan, matually 2 n by delegates. 
— run, Suge themſelves f If ay will do this 
contention will ceaſe; but if they determine to hold faſt: 
their undue power and influence z7hey and: not we, are the 
cauſe of all contention and diviſion among us. We have 
engaged in the meetings, we have circulated letters and; 
pamphlets, we have liſhed the Addrefles. from, the 
pureſt motives with a deſign to help forward the cauſe of 
God, and ſupport the intereſt of Methodifm, and: our con- 
feiences tell us we are right. Should we. engage to give- 
them up without being convinced they are wrong, would: 
be acting as hypocrites and: difſemblers to all intents and: 
purpoſes. We are willing to lay aſide whatever can be. 
proved to be wrong in our conduct, but we will not ſacri- 
nice conſcience to any man or body of men: In ſq doing, 
we ſhould fin againſt God and our own ſouls. * 
Perhaps human weakneſs never appeared more conſpicu- 
ouſly than in theſe minutes. Twenty preachers (ſeveral of 
them at the helm of connexion). all employed for threes 
days to draw up 2 few filly obſervations, to ſandion Mr. 
Mr in his determination to pub out a number of the. 
members of the ſociety, if they would nor renounce their. 
rights as Engliſhmen and as chriſtians. By this ſcheme. 
fifty or ſixty ſermons are loſt, a great number of places. 
neglected, or perhaps ill ſupplied, a conſiderable expence: 
incurred, and a thouſand ſuſpicions and jealouſies created: 
in the breaſts. of the people. What would the preachers 
have ſaid, if twenty mechanics had: ſpent three days in 
drawing up, or rather copying half a ſheet of filly. obſer. 
vations? They might then have told us, that we were 
not able to reaſon, and mult have ſome to reaſon. for us. 
They might have blamed qur want of wiſdom, in loſin 
fix pounds in. the day labour of thoſe mechanics : but will 
five times that ſum pay the expences of the ſapient mem- 
bers of the diſtrict meeting, to ſay nothing of the probable. 
good which might have been done by the ſermons of theſe 
wiſe, good, and pious men! W 


Since the diſtrict meeting, every probable means has been 
uſed to accompliſh the end propoſed. The preachers ex- 
horted the leaders who countenanced the Addreſs, to como 
into their meaſures. Mr. Mr has laboured to work 

opon 
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pea the paſſions of the people, in meeting the ſociety — 
y ſending for ſome of the leaders and holding private con- 
wverſations with them—by dealing out promiſes and threats, 
by flattering their hopes and exciting their fears. By theſe 
means he has obtained what he wiſhed for, namely, an ad- 
dition to his power. Has he not completely duped the 
brethren who have come into his meaſures? If no meeting 
muſt be held till the 26th of June, pray what time will there 
be to conſider and arrange the buſineſs? If no meetings 
muſt be held without one of the preachers being preſent, 
will it not be eaſy for them to contrive to be always ſo en- 
paged, that no meeting can be held? But if there ſhould 
meetings, pray who dare encounter ſuch oppoſition as 
will be railed againſt a reform? But which of our brethren, 
who have taken their tickets ſince the ew /aw was made, 


can put on a face to ſay any thing againſt the rules of con- 


ference, when they have declared by that ad, that they are 
ſatisfied with the rules in general? Upon the whole, we 
have declared our ſentiments in the Addreſs, and we ſee no 
cauſe to reperit doing it, though we are expelled the ſociety 
for ſo doing. We till confider ourſelves as Methodiſts, 


and would wiſh to be re- admitted into the ſociety, if it 


might be upon the old plan. If not admitted again, we 
will endeavour to keep together till conference. If nothin 
is then done to meet the wiſhes of the people, we ſhall 
think ourſelves juſtified in joining any other itinerancy, 
formed upon a liberal plan. 

May the Divine Spirit ſo influence us, that we may al- 
ways think, ſpeak, and act as becometh the followers of the 


bleſſed Jeſus ! 
JOHN LONG, Chairman. 
JOHN BELRINGER, Secretary, 


Salford, Manchefter, Fanuary 27, 1797. 


P. S. It has been induſtriouſly ſpread in the country, 
that Mr. Kilham was the author of the Addreſs: We ſup- 
oſe the ſame will be ſaid of this Appeal; but we ſolemn- 
y declare, that Mr. Kilham never ſaw the manuſcript copy 
of either, ; 
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